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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

                    Plaintiff - Appellee,

   v.

JULIAN BARBOZA,

                    Defendant - Appellant.

No. 08-10033

D.C. No. CR-06-01956-FRZ

MEMORANDUM  
*

Appeal from the United States District Court

for the District of Arizona

Frank R. Zapata, District Judge, Presiding

Submitted August 20, 2009**  

Before: WALLACE, HAWKINS, and THOMAS, Circuit Judges.  

Julian Barboza appeals from the 60-month sentence imposed following his

guilty-plea conviction for illegal reentry after deportation, in violation of 8 U.S.C.

§ 1326(a).  We have jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.
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Barboza contends that the district court improperly presumed that a sentence

within the sentencing guidelines was reasonable.  That contention is belied by the

record.  See United States v. Carty, 520 F.3d 984, 994 (9th Cir. 2008) (en banc).   

Barboza also contends that the sentence is substantively unreasonable

because the district court did not adequately consider certain factors when it

determined the sentence.  The record shows that the district court reasonably

concluded that the factors set forth in 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a) justified the sentence. 

See Gall v. United States, 128 S. Ct. 586, 597-98 (2007).

AFFIRMED. 


